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(3rd March 1719) granting the Marathas the right of collecting
Chauth in the six Subahs of the Deccan, including the tributary
states of Tanjore, Trichinopoly and Mysore. The second
Sanad dated the 4th Jamadi 1,1131 H. (14th March 1719)
was for conceding Sardeshmukhi (10 per cent of the remaining
three-fourths of the same revenue). The third Sanad con-
firmed Raja Sahu in the possession of the territories which
came under the Maratha domination (Swarajya) at the time
of Sivajf s death in 1681. The mother and wife of Sahu and
Madan Singh, the natural son of Sambhaji, were released
and allowed to accompany Balaji Vishwanath to Satara.1
The confirmation of the treaty served as a great diplomatic
and moral victory for Raja Sahu over his rival of Kolhapur and
gave him unequivocal leadership of the Maratha people.
It marked the weakening of the Imperial rule in the Deccan
and a death-blow to Mughal prestige all over the country.
This transaction gave the Marathas an imperium in imperio>
and secured to them the predominance in the six Subahs of
the Deccan and the Carnatic, and legal recognition of their
demands.
Some writers have tried to give a political justification to the
principle of the contribution of Chauth and have likened it to
the system of subsidiary alliance established by Lord Wellesley.
In the opinion of Ranade:
... the story of this transference of power from the old
Mahomedan rulers to the hands of the Maratha confeder-
acy presents features the like of which were seldom wit-
nessed in the past history of India, and resembles faithfully
the history of the success achieved by the Great Marquis of
Wellesley when he organized the system of the subsidiary
alliances which secured to the British company its sovereignty
over the continent of India. The idea of the subsidiary
alliances was, in fact, a reproduction on a more organized
scale of the plan followed by the Maratha leaders a hundred
years in advance when they secured the grant of the Chauth
and the Sardeshmukhi from the Imperial authorities at Delhi.2
This is an altogether fallacious analogy. In fact, the under-
1 Irvine, vol. I, pp. 406-7.	2 Ranade, Rise of the Maratha Power, p. 220.

